rt'bv tcrssJ V that liiis coiTesjKjBdetsce is ^tcmg 

f:b \.r.n t'-L ' :ni«d States Patent and Irademark Office 
Septen^f 
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Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
A'evandna, VA 223134450 

Commissioner: 

Farther to the Nonce of Appeal mailed on Jul / 15, 2009, for ihe abovc-rcfcrenced 
aop iCcHion, Appellanis submit this Bnef on Appeal 

1 , Real Fart\' Is Interest 

The Western XJmon Company, of EngLv^ood, Colorado, is t|ie teal party in 
mleies: as tne as^s^igree of li>e above-jdentified. application 

2. Related Appeals Assd laterferences 

No othei appeals Oi mieifeiences are know i Ihiit directly alTect, are directly 
aSecied by, or have a bearing on tks? Board deeision in t3iis appeal. 
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3. Status Of Claims 

Cxdtnb i 5, 11-14, 16, and 18 22 are cur*eni\ pendmg r\ Uc appi ^.aiion \I" 
perdirg chims stod fmall) rejected pursuan. to d final Offscc Action maJcd Jaiiiur> 2^ 2009 
( " ^ * i-e Action") A. copy of the claims as ^ejected atached beieto r\ \nc C«i'ms 

Aoaendix, 

C^iims 1-*; II 14, 16 mil 18-22 -land ^^ecied ant'er 3^ V S C 10 -{a^ as nv, 

oK S -^attiTt ?uDKwn50i No 200^ U0C6:!'32 to L<»\Mcrce ci al law wKci ) Ins^ UjCt^so'^ 
is the safeject of the appeal. 

Claims 6-1 Oj 15, and 17 were previously canceled. 

4. Status Of Amendmessts 

No .»2reidi le'^is havt. been e itcicd subseqve it to Fu a. O.Lc(, \cl t ) 

5. Sttiamary 0f Claiiaed Siifeject Matter 

In the follow mg sumffiarv, the Appellantb have provided exeropianr' rclcren;. v's k"> 
fct'ctioni, of the s»pecificatJOii and drawmgs siipcortiag tiic subiect inattci defined ui the cLii.its a^ 
jequ^ed bv 37 C F R ^ 41 37 The specification ma drawings aluo mcliidc additiorai sappo t 
ic- ci i> cxenipl . •> cnbodKne-nls ercompassc<:' b> t v c a ^ s ih cct aivr 1 ! it sbo fk 
be difici.ia.td the tl^c referuiocs are intended to be i iuolta* ve ii n«vure onh 

in the embodiment of claim i, ametliod otpioducm^ a *;u$picJous dc^mt)- rcpo--* 
isdescn;>ccl ippiuatton.p 2,1 28 -p 3,1 1 The method mclades* fctonig comli^urat'on 
I i^omiaT.or at a trarsac*ion p^oce«5i,mg dcvjce Id , at p ^ T ' The contu^T^nor 

"» n"5i <.! ^ !u s'" -^c,*' t ^u^'-^ '-^ saci o M t w t ^ . 

' } i ^ '^L i ef K v'' I r CI Vn-^ ^02 "ipi e boi 1 ^ <. ^ X I t it. c 
S\Rpio D ^ noi 1 1 ^ > ^ 1 2^ :o ^ I i 0 i ] ]'e k < is? . is 
iocenn*-, I arisduion liifomiat on \I alp ^, il 3 4 1 he method %^bei ir^-iadts tk v i ip-.tih, 
baset. on he Lani.act.oa m onnat^on ana the v^ertair uitena, xsbether a su'=ipicioi»s aUiMty .cpoil 
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threshold (itf , *Et p 9 !1 29, 30) and m accordance uith the compan&on gererat'iig a si.&p.v ot < 
aan It v'-epon containing at least some o^1iietra!isaaionmfonnai*oR(/i/, a p 3,11 5,6) ai^d 
cOxTipanng an amotnv of a trmisactior to the SAR prompt tVeshoM(/c/ atp ^ «1 17 lS)aiid^'i 
jv^cordance wxth the compansoi a snl m ? pron ^t *hat asfcb an cpe'-ator if he xvat^f^ to piepar^ 
a suspjcioub actntty leport Id , at p {1 V 21 

Iti the embodiment of claim 5 a method of produt in^ a ^u^p vioti^ ^ an tv n 

a{ ^ ui v.noiipioCv sngtc\v.c U atp 3 L " 2 lievOMju itnnn at on 4.0 ^jl, Uvs 
Lt dv\ ici. to pioduc V -iis'^scio!. s actnit> repo Is. based on ccta ^ e-. . /t/ ai p 3 ! 3 
IK nwthodmcluaeb iccctvmg transaction mformaiion Id atp 3,113 - i ho method aKu 
irivh des determining, based on the transaction jnfojmat^on anci the certain tntcna, whether a 
^ <;p5^ioa i-ai> tyie^^o'-. to prepared lu , < p 3, J 4,5 Tht method ftirths^r mcludt-s 
.ei.fcu-^ a suspicions ac^vu^ leoo + coi "au .ng Last some o'' the tiansacnon ulom ation 
j'-i » p '> ! "5 ( ^ 1 la T a ^u-.p V -i IS \st> (.oort co np ^ j: itjs <^ a m- ic oa 
ut!\]t\rvno ^a^auapOl■*lono^^lcada1tiQnaim^Oiln^.i.lon{/li.atp ^,11 12 14) ano aifao 
i ij; blaiiks for recuvmg additional suspicious actwu> report mfomuttos Id at p 3 li 14, 
15. 

>n >.ac onxbcd ni<.nt of claim A a Tt^nsatt on piocos^jpg dcMtL ib de^^i i^a 
t p 3, i 20 2S T^e device mcludcs mi input device ananged to *ecen t tian-wction mfomiation 
aiid S informat 01 Id. sip \ II T^, 28 Fhe dc\ xe also mcludes a display Svi ecn aiiangcd 
to d sj{a\ 'nlo^^anon to an op^r?tor Id at n 1 28 Alfeo tnc' iced i"? apphcrnon s,oins are 

lu'-pto^i ^'1 N e at noil 1 n 1 1 1<. i j. v ^ i „<-5 

5 1 i s.^ t i vf ^t, n ' A '5 ^ „S W a t^v. !, i Li i !i. < 

5?-\x.po'npm efaoold anu amaiidato'\ SARtlirs^Moy (iJ atp 'ii 2*>, 26 p 8 I ^ ) 
\ \\ etvivet^ansavtio'^ m^7ma^.o^(/;i? atp 3, p 4, 1 U, cetcrmne ba.scdondie 
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t s OP i o 1 Aion au U V i \ ^ xepoit is *o be 

I t^o' i. xl<, tp 4 4 I, 2^ and ger.eratc a as3ic.oub injis ivj-^i 'Uo tarimgr tsast •=;t ^tk 
t^t the transacUo •'fom dtion /i/ , at p 4, II 2, 3 

6 Grouiid Of Rejecliou To Be Reviewed Ob Appeal 

Issue 1 Vflietiie claims 1-5, 1 1-14, 16, ard 18-22 were p opcrl) reievied undt . 
U S C i 03(a) as being unpaxntable ovei awrence in view of 1 av,reiiccl 

7* ArgismeRt 

li-i^-^ 0^(?) u.i> jen^j u atcnta-t'c o\e 1 awieno e n o l lav^seucci 

Claims 1-5. 11-14, 16, and ^8-22 stand rejected imde various <?103 rejeaio s 
To SI ppo.t a rejection under 15 U S C §103, the Off ce is charged with demon iratuig that ali 
Umitaton oftheclat^ are taught or suggested by the pnor art (MP 7A2) ai^dnit'i 
"idt.ntU\[i.-ig] a re. h A d{ \oi * i w p o \ iteJ a pei^"^'- i. oh! ua'y s-^i I i 1 u \ w 'kIj 
*OLcrib le vhc [pnoi art| f Ic J u iic ni^jj len,.* tcc kSR hiternaLowd ^ Wc&'i 
'/'^,*;^01 S ^9S(20f^^^ n,h u . a ^ca^t some of tl o 'imitations lor which the OJ'ce 
rcno on i.< \s ence arc not r fact cisck std n liiat refere ce 

CUrni 1 recites 'stonng co figuration information at a tiatisaction processing 
ac\ ce, eiem the con£^ation uitormateon conilgu es the device to produce s^uspiciouis 
d<. m It . rv:)vr^s based on certs-n cnlena, and Wi-jcrcn the certain criiena coounscs both c 

i "5 u\ hf! SAH. p>( tn^' 'h esho' I s ij^ - h i J ^ ! i i * il 

uhhiU^on 1 I r i. I' non- "lie ^ ma. Off cc \ct oi iint^n ul io j cjv. 
taught s.ii^-t.?Etvi. or (Ujcnviso proved obvious by Lawrence 'Vppol l.i -airr^ ^ ^ 

The above reeitatmns from claim 1 include a "mandc.toiy ^AR threshold" and a 
prompt threshold" When a "mandatory SAR threshold^' :s tnggc-ed, a SAR ^Siispicioiii 
Acdvity Report) is initiated automatically. Wlien a"SARpioirot tL-t^ho < oo '=;AII 
may be initiated at a user's discretion. For example, with a *'SAR prompt t.. lO^a ' i. upe.aloi 
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uj be 01 iftLC ' ?i^u c< ^ \R 4i sucr d ttmo, the uaer iras then o.tcl to iriiuue * SAR oi 

proceed wstnout a SAR &emg generated. 

The Office mainiams that both & "mandatory SAR threshold" and a ''SAR piompt 

tlireshold' 41c taught suggested, or otherwise proved oMious by I av%reKce F nai Office Acum 

p ill ai'egedh teachmg thej>e tbreshoMs, tlie Oifice apparently relies upor tU rnk cntei.a' 

ot [ awrenco Id. However, Lsi\Tcnce's"iisk cntersa" are msufficient to teach suggest or 

Ovbe'-". isc pro\ e obvjnus both thrt sholds 

'\c <. c! igto I -ivsiet ve, Data rt.ce \v.x1 1 i Dv i> 5 v i v.^, ^ " il 

V. stor - (<nd Litjh^ed to calculate a liSi^ quotient 1 OS ' UnMtnCc ^pl ilisi, ' Rit,k ^^Vicns'st f i< 

c<iu bo calculated by muUiplymg a weightui numerical % alue of the specific infonnatioi tiires 

the ca*egorv weightmg " Id , at f 78 Lawrence then discloses tliat the Risk Quotient ma-v t)c a 

bcoie calculated kom a variety of variables representing weighted r sk scores* hi at T1 ''H, "^9 

Using this calculated score, nsk clearing is aecom^ifhshea: 

Ri&k cleang that lb pal of 1 no r;i cot'tseo^b ^fju ma\ s p^ i 
tor a nsk cuoicrt .OS o , (n- u ^ i\ 1 w } «. ' 1 1 

Dq?endmg Ui-$y < se s <. s v. (.^ x-.cli h c < n i ic 
nsk ca cu^^iaon, d ^16, a iesponbt t .wtic . 14 („an De ueneraleu *nat Js 
commensumte With the level of mk and the underl>"ing reasons. 

As an example, m responise to a high nsk score; a responsive action 11^ 
inay rscommend that a imaneisl Institution not proceeo witJi a 
trLisactsoi', or that an appropsiatc authority be oot.tad In ^ U a 
io;v ri'-k sccre, the Fiicctal hii'itufon ina> resporC b,v cot. p'ctme a 
^ ' -^^"^ o as V ^vial In ^nr,; J te scores ntay respond su^ggc^trg that 
auvU 0 <, 5? u ^ a 't1 hat transactiotife tor this account be 
niomiorea or osner viUerini measures, 

/i/,at'*^i* ^ , 7 o vs-- '^ f'dt e ' \\''*ii^e ! :.urcni. c focuses {^j> \ i lous r sk wic u i u i 

*ransaciio is -en g t^eafea d ti^rent y, Lawrence clearly does> not teach, buggcat, 01 o^-Lcr % .st, 

disclose a mandatory SAR threshold and a SAR prompt threshold Rather Lawrence use the 

'Aisk Qaotienf to produce suggested or recommended courses of act'ot.<5 I av\ icncv. does not 

t. on^iaei ihe poss btli v of a de^ ice cotsfigured to have a mandatory suspicious acti\ n> report 

i v iff n ^ e\f and ha\ mg a tlFeshoId where a suspicious activitv leport npfompied 

Tor. Dut not required. 
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P' s ^vi ^^ <-u^ c.lea references Iheiefo^c, a /?? /f?3^f /atit s.at>e of ob\ lo ^reic Was 

p-op^ r V 1. ) OS aL-> J ,1 ct^ Accordingly. Appellant respectfully requt-sts re\ crs^I of the § i 
rv,L.jons oi clAims I aiid 14, Furtlier, claims 2-4, U-B, ^6, and 18-22 depend, e.the? diiecth 
01 indirectly, fiom claims 1 and i4 At least by virtue of their dependence on o ai«rs 1 ami 1 4, a 
/^/i'w/frc/ecaseofobMoj^nv.ss ^<.>s hvt.A.sc not been psopeny cst?^'j^i ioi 5'nis2-4, 11-11 
1 6, and 1 S-22 Appe .an. rebpectxUlK i equcsts levd.sa^ of tlit ^ 1 03 reject.^^'^ 

"With regard lo claim 5, claim 5 recites "wherein gcncratmg a susaicious actn ii\ 
report comprises* prmtiig a suspicious activity report having a portion of the additional 
nformation and a!so having blanks for receiving additional suspicions actn ity report 
intoma'ion " Such lecitalions are not taught, suggested, or olherv^^ proved oh\ iom by the 
cited reference. 

To allegedly teach, suggest, or others ise pro\ e obv lous such "ecitatioiife the f- inal 

Office Action cites to Lawrence paragraphs 89 and 9! In Us entirety, the cited portion ol 

LawrenGe recites: 

At 4P, a use' c<<n a so cause d«i archnt, K luc ed ie « ti Risk 
inan^gci cj.t aai ve --icy -de lO*- c\o p t u avot leccncd 
Ridu 11, lo Rjisk osioc a^ed v-ith a 1 nariviol i!ai)^>ac*-!Lii a« a-i stepi 
taken address RiSk, and a Riisk Quotient In aJdit^on a* 418, the 
User can <.aii,e a PRM <;er\er ?11 to gentr<tie reports that can tncUide fior 
example, a deseription of related lafonnationai data ants mfomiationai 
artstacts and o&erwise doeument aetions taken to address due dihgence 
rektmg to Risk, martagerrssart. 



Rete"tij ] . V lo "^10 6 exenj lars GL I fo- pre-.ei-! eport o 
syj^esed d^-X on> -elatvi "\ \ ( )<i hi i x it 

o'-i. I at, ejo'ls 500 ca*" <^ < it. i i 

sr^,. t i. 1 1 o ^ ft. t -vl t 01 ^ 1 (. a1 i ? ^ L I f ^ f i i 

Tt-v-on Lpo *^ Wai Ik coni,an ^ r k iv ) 

' ^ e <■ J"^ A^-i -^-.t arv,a ^an m;,ludi, a li'- o' s c 3 

Ljku ^ loi s o^vtn ! g I. nsK quotient surb a-i r-'^ j\t.ru._t. i k j j i ki i 
tor tne imaucial institution, or tiie mesn i isk Quotierit 60i. Stiil ariotttcr 
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area can contain mfom-sation descriptive of a psrticuki tmnsaotoi or 
other FRM nsk subject 604. 



Id .\ Y n Tho Oifice p:o\ \k-' no 'UsUficaUon how ibc-se lecitaUops ^^.c?^'. ' } yiu'mg 
Z] !,>f a s': jicioijs a'.'r\itv' report, aiid 3) having blanks ibr additions! suspicious acU\iiy report 
mfonnation. While the reference discusses storing the Risk Quotient, this is not the saTue a6 
stormg a SAR Apart from the storing and documenting of the Risk Quotient, ii is unclear how 
ibe cited portions of the reference, or the reference as a whole, may be interpreted as teaching, 
suggestiiiLj, o" otbe;-\\i;5c^ P'^virg v ^ roc \:;<c<ns of cujn^ 5 

toi at kds: tncso it..;ii»i>"^. .i^nn 5 not taught, sugj^ested, c oiu';\w.se p^<ned 
obviOUS bv the cued rc^crcnco:i Theiefcrc, uprmiajaae ca&e o£ ooYxOus-jess as ro* 
cstabhshed. /vccoraingly, Appellant respectfully requests reversal of the $]03 rcjcctwus uf 
claim 5. 

8. Cotscltesloii 

For these reasons, it is respectfuny submitted that the riejeetiofi sshbuM be 

reversed. 



TOWNS END and TOWN SEND a^id CREW LLP 
1' vvo Embai-cadero Center, Eighth Floor 
San Francisco, Caiifomia 94111-3834 
Tei; 303-571-4000 
Fax: 303-571-4321 



Respectfully submitted, 
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9. Claims Appesdix 

(Previously Preseated) A method of producing a suspicious acin U> :eport, 

comprising: 

storing configuratio i inft rmatioa at a transact on | rocessmg device hucjx tht 
configiiration mfonuatioti configures the device to produce suspicious activity icports bailed or 
ce'tiiir. cniena. aiid \»> herein the certain criteria comprises both aniaiidatory S A.R tlireshoid a^^a i« 
SARproirMi i oM 

receiving transactioji mlonnation: 

ae'esnnr'g b.icc oni*. i6Kt or mfoin-^ U'Oi iit. 'aT l5 lei a n.i.^ k 
a suipic orjj activit> "epor. to be prepared, wlieiem dacfx uniag v^heiher a sut>piciou.s «ci y\ \ 
report is to be prepared eompnses: 

comparmg an amount of a tiansaotifn to iSe 'ratxincrv SAR ii cshoid 
andf I accordance VI ith the conipaison. gcrcurwiii a -u"p'.!oa» acir n\ lero.i 
ct utdinmg t;os* «, n^.* v'^bo ta->^ < > Tnu/o?-', .id 

coj\"iax.rg au arjoiL^t of a traii^acnoA lo the SAR pron^p: t'-; lo d <--id n 
accordance w *btr vt)rapani>oi\ displaying a prompt that asks an operatoi if he wants lo 
prepare a suspicious actiVitv reDOJt. 

2 (Oi gnial) Ihe tnetliod o' claim \, iUrthct cojnpnsmg tiansn.itUng die 
suspicious aetivity repoft to authorities. 

3, (Origiiial) The metliod of claim 2, whereiti transmitting the suspicious 
activity report to authorities comprises: 

collecting suspicious activity rqjoits at a host computer system; and 
transmitting the collected suspicious activity reports to a computer system of the 

authorities; 

4. (Original) The method of claim 1 fuither comprising receiving additional 
information and including the additional information in the suspicious activity report. 
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5 (Previously Presented) A method of producing a su&pjclouij activity icport, 

cojDpiisjng; 

storing configuration information at a transaction proces!>ing device, v^hcrcm the 
condguraiion infonnation conligisres tiie device to produce suspicious activity rcpotts based on 
GSftairt criteria; 

recei viBg traasactioii infom^ ation; 

detenr?ining, based on the transaction infomaation and the ccrtam criteria, \^hor)e' 
a suspic.osi^ ac-n d\ i^p^r is :o bu- 

generating a su&pjcsous actnirs' repon containing at Last some oftix rransaci^ou 

information; 

wherek generating a suspicious aeti-vity report comprises: 

printing a suspicious activity report having a portion of the additional 
i tr^- • ,vid also having blacks for receiving additional suspicious activity report 

information. 

6. - ia (Caiiceled) 

1.1. (Griginal) TJte mettiod of claim i, wherein deteimining whether a 
suspicious activity i^epori Is to be prepared cornprises determining whether an operator has 
elected to produce an on-demand SAR. 

1 2. (Origiaal) The method of claim 1 , further coinprising printing a report 
relating to suspicious activity reports produced at the transaction processing device during a 
period of time. 

13. (Original) The method of claim 1 , wherein the transaction proces-siiig 
device is configured to print money ordet«, 

14. (Previously Presented) A transaction processing devsce, coniprising: 

i«i input device airanged to receive transaction information and .SAR intbmialion; 
a display screen arranged to display intbrmation to an operator; and 
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application software ihat progi-anis ihe transaction device to: 

store coullguraUon infomiation, wherein the configuration infonrunio?! 
coi;tigurc;s ihe dt\-ice to produce suspicious activity reports based on certain criteria, wherein the 
certain criteria coniprises both a SAR prompt tlireshold and a mandatory SAR threshold; 
receive transaetion infomiation; 

determine based on the transaction infonuation and the certain criteria, 
whether a suspicious activity report is to be prepared; aiid 

generate a SBSpicioas activity report contaiiM&g at feast some of tiie 
transaction infbniiation, 

15. (Caiiceled) 

lb '^"e^iouilv I reson^ed) The bansaction p-o^essmg do\ icv o* <^'dim 1- 

uiis iHs . ) sc HO"5an^st}etrarsacao device to compare a i amount oi a 
u'n act 05 -o *K iLatOi-> S \ R t'ue nold 

17. (Gatjceled) 

i 8 ( Previously Presented) The transaction pioccssfng ice of claim 1 4, 
wheieir In . -p ' t oO^^mc also ojo^^j^rns the transaction device to coKipare an amount a 
transaction lo the SAR promnt tm-esnosd. 

^ ^< s Cngr.a ) I he ^u\n<i< ction ptocej»s m- di'\ ico n ^, ^^ c u M.i. 
i-pphcatjon .v..\e rurtrvr p o^ian.i, tae t axisact or d-.^ ii c \ 

oisplav d prompi that asks an opeiato. it he wants to prepaic a suspivioa^ .^i 



report, and 



1 cbponse to the prompt 



20. (Onguial) The transaction processing devjce of claun 1 4. w^ierem uie 
a^ipiication software also programs the tiansaction device to determine whether an opeiator has 
elected to ptoduc© an oh-demaiid SAR. 
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«.pp K-Jion b0^^^alc u'lhcr progiams tnc aansacisoa device pvnt a icpi rt loiaLr^ u j> \R^ 
produced at the transaction processing dc\ ice dunng a peiiod of tmic. 

22 iOngj vs ) The Irarsaction processmg device of clasim M, whereui the 
i:ai.ija.*iOii p''occ^suig device is cojifigurcd to pnat money orders. 
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10. Evidence Appendix 

No additioaa! evidence is provided 
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11. Related Proceedings Appendix 

No additional proceedings are in pfocess; 



